REMARKS 

r o j«>nimeni v > >K tit ^ » an- eadi pRvtded K re ate i corns ems >1 the 

t r 

L Tin? specification » objected to because of the foihm-mg forauiHHesJ 

ilj i in 14 thi v\ .?ia.i suggt i «-ut«_ »<. »ee« "of and "or* 

{3; Of! page 2, iin-..- 3, i.he examiner suggest! insetting between and "or" 
Appropriate correction i$ required. 

\ \ k , \ \s - r e o<_cn made. 

Claim Objections 

2, Claims 1-18,25-27, and 35-38 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

(1) Claim I, liae 7, «a neighborhood" should be changed to "the aeigbh«rh»o(r, the 
s&ssu i- > i . t - el > ! > m - 

O) Claim 4, line 2, -'the value" should be changed to "a value", the sai»c informality 
was fsmsd in line 2, of claim 23 

(3) Chain) 8, line 2, «» forward" should be than get! to "the forward", she same 
ifsft;} Si jHrj *sas toaste in Sim- 3. of claim 16 

i i IS »ae 7 a eonvolatiott" should be changed to tht eon i <. en", the same 
Informality w as fount! iti line % of cJshn 37 

iS) Oains 25. hoe 4. "a substantially" shoidd be changed t.o -'the substantially" 
{») Claim 35, line 3, "a forward" should be changed to "the forward"' 
(7) Claim 37. Line id, »» pixel" should be changed to "the pixel" 
(8j Cto 3S. Stee 11, "a depth" should be changed to "the depth" 
Appropriate eon-eaten is required. 

Claims 4 and 23 have bi.cn amended Regarding cla m i 6, the Monoaiity described 
ce\d s e*i UK^reafied leeati Re dm>: s lis S, 1<C 25, 35 

i \ om\ y disagrees an s "> ! - 

. a i e? s 



\pp]< mi k;b:s vV Wodlwagion v "\ . " ^ 
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4. CMnn 1 -3,5-7,1 i-Kf 8,20-22,24-26,30-33, and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S..C. 

; s ipasedb Kaaftfiat t i i -} . i > * i9S093) 

{i? Regarding claim 1 susd 20; 

As shown in figure 7, steps i 26 and US, Kaufman el a I. disclose a ttMthwi aad software 
! , ii^aiip, Pn2* Un>. 5-"s !nr Hit, m< in m k t a js , I 

t ">,<>!<• 

receiving a forward ker«d centered a! a ih-<i pixel in the image, the forward kercid 

s fit j ! ! ( i Ifii (i ! i i !> ! I'l ! > 1 

>::^ «, ( 

ispeciiyhig a backward kerad msterai af a second piset within the neighborhood 

M > i U IVvd ! i ! t. .5 l M )!i i i ! I H <! 

Ul 1 ! id ii 1U IN ! j Kt. s !*i 1 S lb !' V ii! {< 

s (! t. U2* iwt i s i i i ! i * pojeitoa 

mosstnscdoss as ike backward k«rncl) 

determining a cessc-makm weight of the second phd ba«.-d «>« the backward kernes 

kernel a* Kaorter transform, and backward Ueraei as inverse Fourier irand'orm) 

sssmg tHe coavofojfoa weight and a pixel vaine of the second pixel to generate a (jew 
value of she first pixel (parages p s \> V w v t > > ed that the 
convolttHoa kernel bumula recited in paragraph (<n»8|, Jtne 7 caa fee used to generate a «*w 



i'bc ;:ppiio;;i-; disagrees. 

CLmu Ov'-v.^ibcN a second tnxo) * thn die ici hi > ruxx. va- \^ i> e^ r> <.e 
ane recites "specifying a backward kernel centered at [the] second pixel" The exanuner 

l e > i U ^ 1 K ia iU lii U , s ^ 1 i t > f 

f d J t e back d kernel of claim I. (Paragraph -K o 01 cc Action 

HOK\U f ^ < v C , 0C>I\V, L J - w S . i , , ' ■,< ,C'a-C^w 

No. K-,\ ^ , \CSCC e ,\ , v -.vt, <. 

v ic\ t t > i l <>n t n igc i>\ _ : hv i n (p au 

profiles of [an] image by a [filter] tunc bom" tracing each '1'CT scanner] detector's modified 
s 1 i v a i • ki, ! nage . . . tht 

s v - ! 5 >. - e age ( - ma d ' ~\ Hu- resultii y 

,x . ^ 1 lu« S e v d > c l ,kK U iJ<i e ' v >* ^ ^ ^ 

124- 128 of Fi g, 7) In contrast, the backward kemei of churn i is "centered at a second pixel 
within lbs: ghborhi. t )iuidi „ { first pixe Ov >ack* i 1 wsigt 
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\t-O ts t m 1 atp'u Vi ^ np^ ^ <.kn ,tj 

V" 0> 1 ) ' ^ '| H k m d U * I-s _ \ <. 21 s 

lo n.NviN i oupshngtl iter of ihe backward kernx \ _ 

2} \ 1 < v i ' I- i > ' 1 ill ' L \' . < * e x 

f J ' •> UU t> .K v 

PM ^ \ f x v .J a v. >! p Cv " -* v ip \ \ i x ^ 

K i m e> ,L u n^tk' o ^ h> '> 1 ^x. C v a backward kerne, ocntcr^l 1 t v.o.,u p vO 

* t K h cu ic "! msti ui) >1 ^ 

I k 1 nt i . i 1 Hm it! n u 1 tb ) u u ? n 

tU i I 1 IP 1 i i >l ! T ss 

! S . v 11- U !( 'K „ „ , v 

l „ u\, . i - ms ; ' os n ! •>> |) Nothing in the cited portions of Kaufman describes 
or makes obvious "a second pixel within the neighborhood surrounding the first pixel" and 
"[specifies: a hack^a-d i-.ciisJ cemeied at [the] second pixel." 

For at least the same reason as claim I, eiaim 20 is not anticipate e\. . o - 1 - > 
Kaufman. 

6. Claim* 9-.10J5.19-.28-29.34, and 38 we rejected under 35 tJ-S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
sHipaieeiabk- over Kaufman et ai. in view ofSz.rfii.lii el ai. «;S 6,2.15,4%) 

().! R?<>ardiss» rfaim 9 and 28 ... 

(2) Kessrdiagdalm 10 and 29 ... 

IS) Regarding claim 15 s«<J 3-1 ... 

R i : i!!i;cUifi> 1" and 38 ... 

7. Claims 16 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) beJ«g unpatentable over 
Kaaftaas et al. in view of Dmvski es a!. (USPGFUB 2003/0169944} 

8. Claires 17 aad 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as. being unpatentable over 
Ka»fm«« <x as. in view oCDawski et al w applied to claim i», and further ia view of Lee (US 
2 ^ > 



For at least the same reason as claim L independent claims 1.9 and 38 are not anticipated 
or made of" - ",\* . cited rcicrcoeev 
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<). i - : d .V7 an ecScti to a* i , >i\ 4 . , t , < >v; : : 

eiaia*, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent I rm in luding ssil <d she RjaftsdiOHS 

of tfee bast- cteim and a»y iaKrvcalag claims. 

1 d^N h k u ! ,><n l v TP 

v > 1 5 1 v ' v f 1 s ! i i ) > * i \ s 1 1 > x 

AH , ,io vV2\k M t t ^ arc \ ^ t m <. fur 5 La I <■ n^' « 'e -><vo, , n v >v i<f L\ 
i'h'mm T . . - v,"v 'Ojukrl.'U 

\ >- i\ 1 v T>i ill > * ! l i 5 v ^ 1 - - ' - 

C\i IIVU } w i t ,0 jppT U Ouk^H t! vM i iJL'St- Oi lv\iH , E ( « l < > c 

' i - , f m uisukso Lani Leo . not other good 

r u 's! ) hi, nsdiis^K ill i o! ji i i ux v i >u' v v n 

does not mean thai the applicant concedes any of the examiner's positions with respect io thai 
claim or oilier claims. 

Enclosed Petition for One Month Extension offline. The lees in the amount of SI 20 are 
being paid concurrently on the Electronic Filing System (EFS) by way of Deposit Account 
<n 0,o /. «. i x .dv ,/p ^ rv ^thcr ioiiuimi no >>< depo-sst (.<..! * i ^ \ :ciFrcneing the 



Respect fa'il> suhm>tled 
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